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DON'T GET CORRECTIONS DAY OFF ON THE WRONG FOOT!

Dizar Colleague:

Dn Tucsday, July 25, the Hoose may consider H.R. 1943, the San Diepe Cuuslal Curceetions Act of 1995,
as 1he first bill for Cortcetions Tiay.  This bill should not be crnsidered on Comrections Day -- it cannut meet Qs
definitiun of Corrections Legislation under 1he Speaker’s owa gaidelines.

On July 13, 1995, 1he Speaker's Carrections Py Advisary Ciroup isswed a hi-partisen letter defining
substaniive and pmoedural reguirements for bills 1o be considersd under corcections procedure. ILR 1943 does
nel pass |he lest and does not meet most of those requircments.

Substantive Requirements:

The bilt does nat "wddress rules, regululions, stulwtory laws o1 couerl decigions which impnee 3 severe
financigl hurden, are amhiguous, achitrary, or Tudicrous.” EFPA has aleeady announoed that Sun Divpo will cepeiwe
a waver ol secondacy Ireatment requizenients. therchby saving 5an Diegn as much as $1 billion. The permanem
waiver in H.R. 1943 iz intended ta avoid permil reapplicalion costs, but most of thuse costs arc due 1o
munituzing reyoirements which Lhis bill weuld not temove, There no longer is & severe financial hurder here.
San Diego is aleeady getiing its sccondary walver pucsuant 1o legislution enavted last year,

The hill does nat “aid the average Tamily, small business, warkes, or promale the well buing of all”
Withcut thig bill, San Diego will be gradied a waivet of secondary Lrealment with substantive and procodural
protections foe occan waier qualily, Lnder H.E, 1943, the rights of the citizens of San Dic 0 to parlicipete in a
meaninglul vnd scientific review of the effects of the waiver will he extinguished.

Procedural Requicements:

The bill very well may nat be “able to pass the full House® since the conteoversy sucrounding this bill may
well preclede @ throc-Riihs vouc.,

The bill docs not "have signilicant outside support.” Only e Ciily of San Diega supports the bill. EPA
and a number of oculside groups oppose it Additionally, the sale Member of the San Diegn delegatinn wha sits
an the Transporiation and Infrastructure Comnitiee was repected in his efford to amend Lhe bill t estahlish any
minimum standards for wastewster treatment.

The bill dues ant "have hi-partizan suppon.” Twenly-one of the twenty-four Dunwerats who vated on the
bill in 1he Transportation and Infrastucture Commitier voted against approval of the bill,

The Bill o2 nut *address an immediate nced which cannot awail r¢-authorizalion or fechnical
worrections legislation® EPA has alrcady staled that San Diego will get its waiver application eppiroved withont
any farthet tegislation. That was assured by the cnactment of 1he Gcean Pollwtion Reduction Acl in 1994, Any
cenewal af the waiver i al Kast 5 years uwuy, hardly an immediate need

If Carrections Dy & intendid to refllect comman sense, one would expeel the kickoll of Corrections Dy
10 reflee! commun sense. In makes little sense to bepin Correclians Day wilh a bilt which ducs not meet the
busic parameiers of the Corrcetions Day process. IFwe must have Camectians Day, let's at least consider a bill
whith meels the definition. In pariicular, leUs begin the new Corrections Day process wilh a bill which does not
violaic Ihe stated purposes and guidelines for Corccctions Day.

TLE. 1943 i yet anather example of the Republican beadership cstablishing a set of rulvs, amd then
abandoning those cules when they heeome 21 all inconvenient.

The San Dicga Coastal Cotrections Act of 1995 should pou be considered under Correstions Duy
proccduccs,
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